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Office Action Summary 


Application No. 
09/845,679 


Applicant(8) 


Anderson 


Examiner 


Blair M. Johnson 


Art Unit 

3634 


- The MAILING DATE of this communioation appears on the cover sheet wfth the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be avaflable under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timeV ^Hed after SIX (6) MONTHS from the 

mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for repty specified above ts less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days wilt be considered timely- 

- If NO period for reply is specrfied above, the maximum statutory period wiB apply and wDI expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
. Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply wiD, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. S 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office loter than three months after the maiBng date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on .__ 


2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b) K This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under fxparfe Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim (s) 1-26 is/are pending in the application. 


4a) Of the above, claim(s) 
5)D C!aim(s) 


6) K Claim (s) 1-26 

7) D Claim(s) 

8) 0 Claims 


is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 


are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 


Application Papers 
9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0jD The drawing(s) filed on is/are a) □ accepted or bjD objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawingCs) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: ajD approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner, 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119{a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of : 

1 . □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-8921 4) C] Irrterviaw Summary (PT0-413J Paper No(8|, 

2) n Notice of Draftsperson'e Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 51 IZ] ^tetice of Infonnal Patent Application (PTO-l 52) 

3) H] Infonnation Disclosure Statemontte) (PTO-l 449) Paper No(s). 01 C] Othen 


U. S. Patent and Trademark Offtce 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 


Office Action Summary 


Part of Paper No. 6 
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Art Unit: 3623 


Drawings 


1 . The corrected or substitute drawings were received on 2/20/02. These drawings are not 

approved. 

The change to Fig. 4, i.e. changing element "33" to "65" is not acceptable due to the 
inconsistent use of these numbers in the specification. 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because they do 
not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the description: 40;60;70. A proposed 
drawing correction or corrected drawings are required m reply to the OflBce action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the spring tension member must be 
shown or the feature(s) canceled fi-om the claun(s). No new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected dravwngs are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 


4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the amendments to 
pages 6,7 and 10 must be resubmitted. These pages do not accurately reflect those pages 
originally filed. Each page b^ins and ends one line off fi'om the original pages. 


Specification 
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Roller 40, page 8, is not shown. Retainer 70 and opener mechanism 60 also are not 

shown. 


5. Clauns 8,12-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled 
in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

It is not clearly disclosed how the retaining system of Fig. 7c operates. Specifically, it is 
not clear how the door cover is retained within the recess 89. The latch system of Fig. 5 is not 
understood. The grooves in side members 24 and 25 are not properly disclosed. 

The spring tension member, including the sidebar extensions, has not been properly 
disclosed. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

There is no antecedent basis for "each sidebar extension". 


aaim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 


Oaim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 
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7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this OflBce action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States, 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 35 1(a) shall have the efifect under this subsection of a national application published under section 
122(b) only if the international application d^gnating the United States was published under Article 21(2)(a) 
of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of this 
subsection based on the filing of an international appUcation filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a). 

8. Claims 7-9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 

Chomka et al. 

The frame members of the opening comprise the first and second members. The roller is 
considered a retainer. The mere surfaces of the secondary members provide "cooperating means". 

9. Claims 7,9-12,16-20,22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly 
anticipated by Woodside et al. 

The door is only functionally recited. See Fig. 9. The roller has a torsion spring which 
meets the recitation of the spring-tension member, as best understood in view of the indefiniteness 
discussed above. The retainer comprises elements lOA and 211, element 21 1 being channel 
shaped. Otherwise, the reference is viewed much the same as Chomka et al above. 


Oaim Rejectiofts - 35 USC § 103 
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10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Oflfice action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the diflferences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1-4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crider et 

al in view of Morales. 

Crider et al discloses everything except the v^ndow. However, Morales discloses a 
wmdow and cover therefor as recited in a flexible fabric cover. In view of this teaching, it would 
have been obvious to modify Crider et al to have such a window so as to provide viewing of the 
outside without retracting the entire closure. 

12. Claims 1,5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crider et 
al in view of Grossman. 

Grossman is applied to Crider et al for the same reasons as Morales has been applied, 

above. 

13. Claims 13-15 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Woodside et al in view of Morales. 

Morales is applied to Woodside et al as it has been applied to Crider et al, above. 

14. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Woodside et al in 
view of Chomka et al. 

Chomka et al is applied to Woodside et al as it has been applied to Crider et al, above. 
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Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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